October 28, 2003

PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, for some time, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT), the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. EMER-
SON), myself and a number of others,
Congressmen from the Democrat side,
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), our independent Congress-
man, have been working very hard to
make sure that Americans do not pay
any more for their pharmaceutical
products than they do in other parts of
the industrialized world.

One of the things we found out when
we were doing our investigation was
that some of the pharmaceutical prod-
ucts that are sold in Canada sell for
one-seventh or one-eighth or one-tenth
of what they sell for in the United
States. Tamoxifen, for instance, which
is one of the drugs of choice for a
woman who has breast cancer, costs
seven times as much in the United
States as it does Canada. That just is
not right. Americans should not pay a
disproportionate amount of the costs of
research and development for a phar-
maceutical product or advertising or
anything else as they do in other parts
of the world.

Yet Americans are bearing an undue
amount of the burden of producing
these products. Toward that end, a
number of us have been working to try
to get that changed through reimporta-
tion of pharmaceutical products from
Canada, from Germany, from Spain,
from other industrialized nations so
that Americans get the benefit of the
lower prices. The prices of pharma-
ceuticals have been rising at about 15
percent a year and Americans simply
cannot afford that tremendous amount
of increase year after year after year.
We have seniors that are going to phar-
macies with prescriptions saying, how
much is it? If it is too much, they say,
well, maybe I'll be back tomorrow. Or
maybe they buy half a prescription and
they split it in two, and that is not suf-
ficient for the problems that they face.
So we have been working on this.

We now find that we have a lot of al-
lies in the States around this country.
Governor Blagojevich of Illinois, one of
our former Democrat colleagues from
the Congress, did some research and
found out in the State of Illinois for
State employees, the State would save
$91 million a year in Illinois alone if
they went to a reimportation plan.
Today, Mayor Bloomberg of New York,
a Republican, has said that he is going
to look into this to try to do it to save
money because New York is strapped
for cash. The Governor of Minnesota, a
Republican, has said that he is going to
do it, and it is going to save tens of
millions of dollars for the State of Min-
nesota. The Governor of lowa is work-
ing on it. The mayor of Springfield,
Massachusetts.

Mayors in Vermont and across the
country, Governors and mayors, are
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starting to realize that they are
strapped for cash and need money to
run their governments for fire protec-
tion, education, safety and other
causes; and they need that money.
They either raise it through taxes or
find ways to economize in their States
and cities. They have found they can
save tens of millions of dollars across
this country in each city and State by
buying pharmaceutical products from
outside the United States, the very
same products that we buy here, made
by the same manufacturers. There is
no difference. The only difference is
Americans pay six or seven times or as
much as 10 times more than they do in
other countries. That is not right.

There is a groundswell of support to
bring about positive change in the cost
of pharmaceuticals across this Nation.
It is a groundswell that is not going to
stop.

I would like to say to my friends in
the pharmaceutical industry, it is time
to sit down and reason with Members
of Congress to try to find a solution to
this problem rather than have Ameri-
cans having to import the same prod-
ucts you are selling here in the United
States from other countries. It makes
no sense for you to sell them to Canada
and for us to have to reimport them in
order to save the taxpayers, the people
of this country, millions of dollars and
save the Governors and mayors of the
States and cities of this country mil-
lions and maybe even billions of dol-
lars. We spend over $200 billion a year
for State and Federal employees for
their pharmaceutical products, | under-
stand; and it is estimated by experts
we can save 30 percent, that is, $60 bil-
lion a year could be saved if we had a
fair pricing like they do in Canada,
Spain, Germany, and elsewhere. That
could pay for the Medicare prescription
drug program that we have all been
talking about.

We need to get with the program.
The pharmaceutical industry needs to
get with the program. We want them to
make a profit. We want them to have
money for research and development,
and we want them to get their tax
credits; but we do not want them to
burden the American taxpayer with all
of these expenses, and that is what is
going to happen if we do not deal with
this now.

I would just like to say once again,
Mr. Speaker, if anybody in the pharma-
ceutical industry is listening, we want
to work with you to solve this problem;
but one way or another, Americans are
going to get a fair price for their phar-
maceutical products. If we have to
fight for reimportation, we will do it
that way; or we will deal with you to
do it a better way.

———

THE ECONOMY’S TRUE VICTIMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, |
rise this evening to remind my col-
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leagues of our most pressing domestic
problem, the plight of our unemployed
workers. | really should not have to
offer this reminder to my colleagues.
The recent newspaper headlines and
the heart-wrenching stories from our
unemployed constituents should be re-
minder enough. But it looks like this
Chamber’s leadership unfortunately
needs to be reminded that the true vic-
tims of this recession are not corpora-
tions, but the millions of Americans
who have lost their jobs over the last 3
years.

It is no secret that our manufac-
turing industry has been the hardest
hit. Of the 3.2 million jobs lost over the
past 3 years, 2.7 million of them were
good-paying manufacturing jobs that
provide a livable wage and sustain this
country’s middle class. These job losses
were not the result of increased Amer-
ican productivity. They are the result
of flawed American tax and trade poli-
cies that actually provide incentives
for American companies to ship their
jobs overseas. That is right, to ship
these jobs overseas. In the name of free
trade, we have forced our companies to
compete against businesses in coun-
tries with no or little environmental
standards and labor standards and that
pay their workers low wages. And how
do our companies react? They are
forced to scour their books to find any
and every cost to cut. They cannot dis-
regard environmental regulations be-
cause that is the law. They cannot
deny their American workers fair labor
protections because that is the law.
But what they can do is reduce labor
costs by moving production to an over-
seas land without these worker or envi-
ronmental protections.

Despite all that this country has sac-
rificed for free trade, the World Trade
Organization, the WTO, has now ruled
that this country’s foreign sales cor-
poration and extraterritorial income
laws are illegal tax subsidies. Consid-
ering that these tax provisions were
enacted specifically to help our manu-
facturing sector, this ruling comes at
an extremely difficult time for the
manufacturing and other export indus-
tries. With a staggering trade deficit
that seems only to rise, the last thing
our export industry needs is to be
slapped with $4 billion in sanctions
from the WTO.

So the answer is clear. Congress must
fix the problem to comply with inter-
national trade law. If only it were so
easy. Our friends on the Committee on
Ways and Means, the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. CRANE) and the gentleman
from New York (Mr. RANGEL), have rec-
ognized the burden that a solution
would place on our manufacturers who
receive billions of dollars annually
from these laws. They also recognize
the tremendous impact that the manu-
facturing sector has on our country,
that manufacturing has long been the
engine of economic growth in this
country. Not only does the manufac-
turing industry drive our gross domes-
tic product, our GDP; it drives our job
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growth. In fact, every million dollars
in manufacturing sales creates 14 jobs,
eight in manufacturing and six in our
service sector. In contrast, every mil-
lion dollars sold in the service sector
only creates 3.5 jobs.

So when faced with tight budgets and
record unemployment, it does not take
a genius to see that we get the most
bang for our buck by shoring up our
manufacturing sector. The gentleman
from Illinois and the gentleman from
New York have put forth a bill that
would fix this tax provision while miti-
gating the negative effects on our man-
ufacturing industry. Most important,
however, the aptly titled Jobs Protec-
tion Act would provide the necessary
incentives to keep these well-paying
manufacturing jobs here in the United
States. With this bill they hit the nail
on the head. The AFL-CIO knows it,
the National Association of Manufac-
turers knows it, and 149 of my col-
leagues know that this is the right di-
rection to go.

Unfortunately, it is becoming all too
clear that the fix is on. Just this morn-
ing, the Committee on Ways and Means
chairman rammed a competing bill
through his committee. Sure this bill
fixes our problem with the WTO, but it
only exacerbates the problems experi-
enced by our manufacturing sector.
They will tell you that the Thomas bill
cuts the tax rate for manufacturing
and production income, and it does; but
it also includes a package of inter-
national tax provisions that only en-
courages companies to send more of
their production jobs overseas. Sure we
want to increase our exports, but |
want those exports to be American
products, not American jobs. The
Thomas bill’s focus on multinational
corporations at the expense of our
manufacturing workers is no way to re-
store strength to our ailing manufac-
turing sector. And it is no way to al-
leviate this country’s unemployment
problems, either.

When we consider these issues, let us
remember that our unemployed work-
ers are the true victims of our eco-
nomic downturn. Let us keep in mind
that they are desperately depending on
us to help them. Let us not let them
down.

———
OXI DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
proudly to celebrate “‘oxi’”’ day. The
historical significance of this day and
what it meant to the outcome of World
War Il cannot be overstated. By Octo-
ber of 1940, World War Il had begun and
the Nazi war machine was already in
high gear. Along with Hitler’s ally,
Italian dictator Benito Mussolini, the
German and Italian forces were threat-
ening the whole of Europe. European
nations were bowing to tyranny and
destruction as the Germans and the
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Italians marched through Europe.
Great Britain endured German’s aerial
bombardment, forcing Hitler to seek
another avenue to subdue the British.
Hitler intended to eliminate British
operations in the Mediterranean in
order to weaken their ability to deter
German advances.

To achieve this, Hitler needed the
Axis powers to strike at British forces
in Greece. By conquering Greece, Hit-
ler would gain access to an important
connecting link with Italian bases in
the Dodecanese Islands. This would
give the Italians a stranglehold on
British positions in Egypt where Brit-
ish forces were already facing attack
from the Italian Army in North Africa.
The British considered the defense of
Egypt vital to Allied positions in the
oil-rich Middle East.

On October 28, 1940, the Italian am-
bassador in Athens presented an insult-
ing ultimatum to Greek Prime Min-
ister Metaxas, demanding the uncondi-
tional surrender of Greece or Italy
would declare war and invade Greece.
Mussolini had given the Greek Prime
Minister Metaxas 3 hours to reply.
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Prime Minister Metaxas responded
with the now historic word ‘‘oxi,”
which means ““no”” in Greek. Italy then
invaded.

It is important to note that in addi-
tion to Greece having a population
seven times smaller than Italy, the dis-
parity in their armed forces was even
greater. Italy had close to 10 times the
firepower of Greece in its army and
navy and seven times the troops.
Italy’s large air force had total air su-
periority, since Greece had a very
small defensive air force. However, de-
spite their lack of equipment, the
Greek army proved to be well-trained
and resourceful. Within a week of the
invasion, it was clear that Italian
forces were suffering serious setbacks,
despite having control of the air and
fielding superior armored vehicles.

On November 14, the Greek army
launched a counter-offensive and
quickly drove the Italian forces back
into Albania. The fighting continued
for a few more months. In a last ditch
effort to bring the war to a close before
the Italians would be forced to ask Hit-
ler to intervene, they launched another
assault on March 12, 1941. After 6 days
of fighting, the Italians made only in-
significant gains, and it became clear
that German intervention was nec-
essary.

On April 6, 1941, Hitler ordered the
German invasion of Greece. It took the
Germans 5 weeks to finally end the
conflict. This delay proved to be crit-
ical to the outcome of the war.

Due to Mussolini’s humiliating de-
feat by the Greeks in Albania and
Greece, Hitler was compelled to cap-
ture the Balkans, mainly Yugoslovia
and Greece, thus delaying his Bar-
barossa plan to invade and capture the
Soviet Union before the winter of 1941.
The Greek resistance, both in Albania
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and in the other famous battle in
Crete, altered, favorably for the allies,
his Barbarossa timetable by at least 6
months.

Perhaps most importantly, the Ger-
mans never gained the advantage
against the British. Although Germany
had conquered much of Europe, its in-
ability to decimate British and Russian
forces early in the war would eventu-
ally prove to be fatal. Thanks to the
heroic Greek resistance and their
countless sacrifices, the war tide had
been permanently changed for Hitler
due to the delay of this critical time-
table.

Nearly one million Hellenes died dur-
ing that time. That was 14 percent of
the population in 1940. That is equiva-
lent, Mr. Speaker, to losing 39 million
people in this country today in the
case of a war to defend our country.

The entire Western world, discour-
aged and fearful of the Axis powers and
the growing ugly war, took hope from
these incredible victories. British
Prime Minister Winston Churchill said
of the Greeks, “Today we say the
Greeks fight like heroes; from now on
we will say that heroes fight like
Greeks.”

A very small number of those Greeks
who fought like heroes are still alive
today. Some now are American citi-
zens. One of these heroes lives in my
Congressional district, Mr. Demetrios
Palaskas, who, along with others, has
shared those traumatic stories of the
mountain fighting by the rag-tag
Greeks against such a powerful
equipped invader. We all salute you,
Mr. Palaskas, you and your many fel-
low heroes, for helping to keep the
world free.

Mr. Speaker, ‘““oxi’’ day is an inspira-
tion to all those who cherish democ-
racy and freedom. It marks defiance
against terrible odds. As an American
of Greek descent, | am proud to honor
the memory of those brave patriots
who fought for freedom for themselves
and ultimately for all the free world on
this important day.

———

CONCERNS REGARDING INTERIOR
APPROPRIATIONS CONFERENCE
REPORT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PORTER). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | want
to express my deep concerns regarding
the fiscal 2004 Interior appropriations
conference report which was just re-
ported out of the Committee on Rules,
and in particular a provision relative
to American Indian trust accounts.
This provision would prevent the use of
any Federal funds to conduct a com-
plete historical accounting of Indi-
vidual Indian Money Accounts as re-
cently ordered by the U.S. District
Court for the District of Columbia.
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